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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
1/2/2009 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-5, 12, 14, 16, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
unpatentable over White et al., US 2002/0049979 in view of Monroe, US 2005/0190263. 
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2. Regarding claims 1 , 20, and 22, White discloses a video network and method 
comprising: 

a plurality of video sources to launch onto the network first, higher resolution, 
video data and second, lower resolution, video data providing a lower resolution 
representation of the higher resolution video data [Figs. 1 and 3, paras. 23 and 24; 
also see server 401, Figs. 4A and 4B, paras. 33-35, para. 47] ]; 

at least one destination device operable to process video received via the 
network [Figs. 2 and 3 show a client device that processes received video with 
viewer software, para. 25.]; 

a network switch for selectively routing data from the video sources to the 
destination devices [stream control system 302, Fig. 3, para. 25]; and 

a network control arrangement connected to the network switch and having: 

a display device [display 304, Fig. 3]; 

a graphical user interface (GUI) arranged to display, on the display device, the 
lower resolution representations of video data from at least a subset of the plurality of 
sources together with identifiers associating the lower resolution representations with 
the respective sources [Figs. 2 and 11 A]; 

means for user selection, by use of the GUI, of a source of video of the higher 
resolution and a corresponding destination device [paras. 25 and 28]; and 

means for controlling the routing of the higher resolution video data from the 
selected video source to the selected destination device [paras. 27, 47]. 
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White is silent on whether the network carries higher and lower resolution video 
data from each of the video sources. Monroe, however, teaches a system in which the 
video network [see para. 31] carries both high and low resolution streams from each 
video source [cameras C1-C n , Fig. 1; paras. 17, 28, 30, 77]. Further, Monroe teaches 
that each display monitor may display low resolution streams from two or more of the 
video sources [paras. 28, 77]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill that 
White and Monroe could be combined to result in the claimed invention. Monroe itself 
suggest that one benefit of carrying simultaneous high resolution signals is that each 
video stream can be viewed at the full frame rate rather than a lesser quality [e.g., para. 
11]. In addition, carrying both high and low resolution signals from each camera on the 
network allows individual display stations to select any combination of display streams 
without regard to which streams are requested by other monitors [para. 28]. 

3. Regarding claim 2, White discloses a network in which the network control 
arrangement comprises a personal computer [Fig. 3C, para. 36]. 

4. Regarding claim 3, White discloses a network in which the display device is 
arranged to display a plurality of display areas, each display area displaying the lower 
resolution representation from a respective video source, together with the associated 
identifier [Figs. 2, 9, and 11 A, paras. 23, 27]. 
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5. Regarding claim 4, White discloses a network in which the GUI provides one or 
more user-operable switches, identified by the identifiers, for selecting a destination 
device to be connected to a selected video source [paras. 24, 28, 47]. 

6. Regarding claim 5, White discloses a network in which the network control 
arrangement comprises a user input device for selecting display screen areas and the 
user operable switches are display screen areas selectable by the user input device 
[Fig. 3, para. 25]. 

7. Regarding claim 12, White discloses a network according to claim 1 , comprising 
a plurality of destination devices [plural end users are shown in Fig. 7]. 

8. Regarding claim 14, White discloses a network in which at least one destination 
device comprises a video display device [realplayer component 424, Fig. 4C is used 
to play video on client device]. 

9. Regarding claim 16, White discloses a network in which at least one video 
source comprises a video camera [Fig. 1]. 

10. Regarding claim 21 , White discloses a network control arrangement comprising a 
display device [display 304, Fig. 3; Figs. 2, 9, and 11 A]. 
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1 1 . Claims 7, 8, and 1 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over White and Monroe as cited above. 

12. Regarding claims 7 and 8, White does not specifically describe a user-operable 
button or a drag-and-drop operation to select video sources. However, official notice is 
taken that using buttons, i.e. a keyboard input, is well-known and common manner in 
which to provide user input in computer video systems. Likewise, using a mouse— such 
as the mouse implicitly described in paragraph 28— to drag-and-drop selections is 
notoriously well-known with respect to graphical user interfaces. It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art to provide user-operable keys or drag-and-drop 
functionality for the user to quickly and easily select displayed options. 

1 3. Regarding claim 1 5, White does not specifically teach a video tape recorder. 
However, White does state that the presentation source could be a storage device such 
as a disk. Official notice is taken that video tape is a well-known method of storing 
video and as such, does not distinguish the claim over the prior art. It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art, given the suggestion by White that content may be 
sourced from a storage medium, to include a video tape recorder as a video source. 
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14. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over White and 
Monroe as cited above in view of Gormley, US 5,258,837. White does not include a 
touch-screen. Gormley does teach a touch-sensitive display screen wherein the user 
operable switches are display screen areas selectable by the user touching those 
display screen areas [col. 4, 36-43]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify White to inlude the touch screen discloses in Gormley, in order to 
allow users to make selections using a standalone display, without the need for a 
keyboard or mouse. 



15. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over White 
and Monroe as cited above in view of Washino, US 5,625,410. White does not show a 
video switching device. Washino does disclose a video distribution platform in which at 
least one destination device comprises a video switching device [video switch 6, Fig. 
7]. Both references take as input several video streams and combine and distribute 
them. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to combine White and 
Washino, in order to provide users the ability to selectively switch between multiple 
incoming video streams. 
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16. Claims 9-1 1 and 1 7-1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over White and Monroe as cited above in view of Atwater et al., US 
2002/0048275. 

1 7. Regarding claims 9 and 1 0, White does not discuss the use of multicast groups. 
Atwater does teach a packet-based network [paras. 36-42] in which the video sources 
are associated with different respective multicast groups [paras. 43, 44]. Furthermore, 
Atwater states that when communicating via the internet, as White does [e.g. para. 32 
of White], there is a need to address quality-of-service (QoS) issues such as channel 
bandwidth and response times. Given that stated need and the fact that White is 
transmitting both a high- and a lower-quality versions of the same content, it would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art that multicast groups could be set up 
corresponding which clients are requesting the low- or high-resolution versions 
respectively. In this manner, fewer servers can be used since each one transmits a 
specific version to many clients [also see Atwater, paras. 40 and 42]. 

18. Regarding claim 1 1 , Atwater discloses a network in which the network control 
arrangement controls routing from a selected video source to a selected destination 
device by sending a message to the destination device to cause the destination device 
to join the multicast group of the selected source [para. 44]. 
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1 9. Regarding claim 1 7, White discloses a GUI that displays representations of video 
streams that are being received by user devices [paras. 58-60; Fig. 9], but does not 
display status information on the GUI. However, Atwater does teach a network in which 
at least one of the video sources and/or destination devices is arranged to launch status 
packets providing device status information onto the network [hosts and routers 
exchange current status reports via the network, para. 44]. 

Combining the respective elements of White and Atwater by known methods 
would yield the expected result of displaying such status information in association with 
a representation of that device on the GUI. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill to make the combination and provide status information to a user 
interacting with the GUI. 

20. Regarding claim 18, White discloses a network in which the GUI provides user 
controls to control the operation of at least one of the video sources and/or destination 
devices [para. 25, Fig. 3; control system 302]. Atwater discloses a network control 
arrangement operable to transmit control packets providing control information to such a 
device [hosts and routers exchange control information via the network, para. 44]. 

21 . Regarding claim 19, White discloses a network in which the network control 
arrangement is arranged to provide access to different respective subsets of 
representations and/or control functionality to different users of the network [paras. 25- 
28, e.g.]. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy R. Newlin whose telephone number is (571) 
270-3015. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8-5 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571 ) 272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Christopher Kelley/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2424 

TRN 



